52                 Panchapadika

the real with the false ; and mithya is ^sad asad vilakshana
(other than the true and the untrue). In view of these dis.
tinctions, "it is not possible to establish" the 'adhyasatma-
kata" for those having the ^aham mamabhimana' regarding
the body and senseorgans, by merely piesenting the prama-
trtva".

Objection : The difinition given is the appearance
of an object as having the nature of another. Since two
objects are taken as one object here, why can't we say that
^mithyatva' is established ?

Reply ; It is not through experience alone that we
can establish it. ^n the world there ie no experience of
adhyasa like that of the 'sukdrajata' or like that of the two
moons/

Objection; When there is the pramana, how can
yar say that there is no such experience ?

Reply ; Suktirajata etc. are taken to be experiences
of adhyasa only when they are negated. If there is some-
thing that cannot be sublated, then it is not a case of adh-
yasa. The self is such an entity. But to show that there is
the appearance of the not-self superimposed on the self, we
have pramanas like perception, inference, arthapatti (impli-
cation) and agama (verbal testimoney).

Objection : The erroneous cognition is sublated
when freed from the adhyasta. This discrimination is the
cause of the sublation. In the absence of such a discimi-
aation we cannot know that the cognition was a case of one
object appearing as having the nature of another. If there